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tbejetws of the famine, was entrotted privately by 
English ProtMUiits witlj tbe digtribution of 
£1^00 for the relief of sufferers, gn the sole oon- 
diftion that no difference was to be nude in respect 
ofreligioB. With the aid of many Protestant 
clergymen this sum wm distributed, apart from 
all connection with religion ; and five- sixths of it 
was given to Romas Catholics. This was a mere 
drop in comparison of the vast sums of Protestant 
money similarly distributed by the agency of 
Protestant clergymen. This may account for 
tbe fact that Irish Roman Catholics are not now 
anxious to get rid of a Protestant clergy at the 

dictation -of an excited "journalist" a fact now 

confessed in the Tablet. 

This great change, thus strikingly confessed, 
has in rnr eyes a value of surpassing importance ; 
for it indicates a state of things in which the 
great truths of the Word of God may be calmly 
and dispassionately discussed. 

In ages long past, Roman Catholics in Ireland 
were taught to consider rebellion as a sacred 
doty. In ages more recent, Roman Catholics in 
Ireland suffered consequent penalties and dis- 
abilities, too great for human patience to endure. 
A better feeling has at lenijth swept away both 
rebellion and penalties. Roman Catholics can 
BOW be loyal aulijects, and are in possession of all 
the rights and privileges of the freest consti- 
tution in the worid. The strife of ages is at 
length subsiding. Wrongs are done away, and 
the remembrance of them no longer excites popu- 
lar passions. Never in the history of Ireland 
was there more peace and harmony and good-will 
tbin now exists among her people. Journalists 
may be indignant because men no longer believe 
in " woes, wrongs, and sufferings" which they no 
Icmger feel ; but all who love tbe truth will bail 
with joy the happy change, and will seek to turn 
it to the best account by learning to promote, in 
a spirit of brotherly kindness and love, the dis- 
enssion of the great message of God's revelation 
to man, important alike to his eternal felicity and 
his jocial happiness. 
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SOMAN WOilSHIP. 
Wr take the following from the Tablet of April 10th;— 

BOHK, 

(" From « letter in ttie Oniven, dated M&reh 3l8t.> 

" Tie Feaat of the A.nnancialion wu celebrated on the 25th 
Id llje riclily decorated Chorch of St Msris Sopra Minerva. 
The Hulji Father repaired thither en grand gala, 'i'bere are 
naaallj onlj fonr occasiona in the jtar for thia mannificeiit 
diai^tajr.or which «he Homana are ao fond. On the Feaat of St. 
Philip Neri, the Cbieaa Naova ; on the Nativity, tbe Madonna 
del Fupoli; on the Feast of St. Charles Borromeo, the Church 
of St. Charles on the Corso— are the other churches which the 
Pofe Tiatis in tbia equipage of slate. 

"■On Palm Sunday his Holiness distrfbnted the palms in 
the Baailioa uf St. Peter. We have often expreaaed the pain 
vhiahie oauaed to Catholioa bjr tbe conduct of eeptain Pr«. 
teatantawhii consider thfmselves dispensol in our temples 
frotn « denent deportment in the presence of God. TbeKninan. 
who, under hia patience eoncea 8 a pro(i>und cuntampt fur the 
inaoleiit •■fTeiider*, does uot deign to speak, and, perhaps, be is 
right. But the French temperament is leas enduring. At Ihe 
■oleBinmiiment of the El.-vaii"n an £ii,(liabman remaiiieil 
standing erect before a loggia which contained a person of en 
aideraiiim well kiiDWn fir hia Ureioji faiih and hia respect fur 
thefliily See; ' Kneel down, air," Kaid tliis Kenilenian iwice, 
and as iheeinbbnrn Knglisbinan refmed he adiied, ' SiMid me 
the^fteitmlarmes.' The noide gentleman, tbe disciple of Ltithfr, 
the.zralous High Church panizau, had had ihe cuuragf, in his 
black coat and white cravat, to insult tiod, ami to nsist a 
Catlialic ••r rank, and, in cane of nted, lie WiMild hav.- j.-ered ai 
lhe,Pape ; hut the arri»al of a genrlarme ! FiJtmcl ilamitiled. 

"(hi the Aonunciaiion the Church of S.. I.<>uis, the Hirer 
naves, the choir, Ihe side chapel, and the trilmnes were nil 
filled. The occasion wasa eonaecratiou of 'FrcBChaohliera n: 
llaijr. and « diatrilintioii uf acapulars. The worth; alwioiier 
baa iiiapiced hia colleagues «iih that spirit of aiicplicity an. I 
ino4> miion which is iieeeioiarj to evei^ dnralde work, and 
tbeae wmiden uf divine unioe have eeaaed to eacite tii.Kie accn- 
satiiint of lauaticiaoi which ;be ignorance id' auperior rakem 
tomriiiiies nttered. On the contrary, tlieae now rtjoice, as 
every gviien^as French heart must, at the epectacle of the glo 
Tiaua«ei'araiion nade hy «nr soldiem to tbe It-'tnana 6>r the 
exampli-a of impiety and unbelief set by the French in lUis 
gone hy " 

Gnurf Goh. "magt»lieeat dinplsy," '♦■eqnipage of 
State,' are necessary to religiun at Rutue; fur ttie cwots 
of 1818 have made it appear tliiit there is little else in 
their roHsfion for which the Ruinnna care. A Bishop 
kept ill Ilia tea by fori'ifn li«yi>n«i» mmttrjr and amuae 
tho worahippers, if h« i»n tlunolhinj; etaei 

Zbe aue of t.be £qglp»baiaa . i* iiluamatiis. The.coa> 



eecrated bread and wine were "elevated" in tjider to be 
«or»bjppe<l "with the fame worship of Lairia « hich is 
due to the true God" — (Council of Tient, feffl. Jtii., cap. 
5). Perhtps he ouglit not to have I'een there ut all, bju 
«e tuppone it is difficult for an Er glish traveller to reKiBt 
the temptation of witnetaing such exhibitions', if it be 
only to p^iisfyhimeeif what their tree character is. In 
such a caae, to kmeldown is to worship. Jf the Eng- 
lishman did not beliere that the hiead and wine was 
God, then (whatever excures may be atiempted for 
others) it would clearly have b.en idolatry in him. The 
Englishman did net lielieve it, and therefore lie did not 
kneel or worship. The Jtreton saw tlwt the Englishman 
did not believe that the brejd was God, yet he inusted 
on his kneeling ami worshipping it, ami sent for the 
police to make him kneel and woi chip -what he did not 
believe in. The 7o6/e« and the Univers are evidenOy 
delijibted with the idea, Jews were once very guod 
" Catholics" under the Inquisition. Thofe who will bow 
down to the Church of Home may have much licence as 
to believing her doctrines or not, as they please. In 
many Roiuan Cath'dic counu-ien all Protestants have 
been compelled by the police to kneel dtArn iu ibestreeia. 
to what they believed lo be mere breail and wine when 
carried in procession. Perhaps this would l>e d^,ne in 
Dublin now if some people could have their will. 

llie "consecration of French soldiers to Mary"' we 
suppose was effected by the scapalara. Docs any en- 
lightened Koman Catholic believe that ihe fitlsestor-es 
of the scapular are the right means of correciing im- 
piety and uubelief. Thus it ever is, however, where the 
Word of God is not tbe standard. Men vibrate between 
infidelity and credulous superstition, never settled in the 
faith of the Gospel. 

In Ireland we make what show we can. We take the 
following also from the Tablet of April 10 :— 

BOLV WEKK IK TUAM. 

" These ceremonies were performed tbia week in Ibe cathe- 
dral with the usual solemnitv. His grace the Arclibibbon 
pontificated on Holy Thursday, assiaied by Ihe Kev. E 
Coyne, K.C A., and Rev, P. Corcoran. R.C.C., as olBciaiin» 
deacon and sub-deaeon. The nils -were bieasad, and aaotemn 
procession of the 'Pre-sanciiBed' Host t.ok pla«e. Tlie Boat 
was carried by bis grace, under a canopy g.rgeously and richly 
ornamenled, to the aide altar, which was tilted up for theocca'- 
sion in the most tasteful and cosily manner. Tbe Very U,» 
P. J. O'iirien, President of St. Jarlaih'a College, /ifficiaied aa 
master of ceremonies during the week." 

How«ncere Roman Catbohcs must wonder that St. 
Paul did not " pontiBcate'' in the cities be visited and 
the churches he founded ! Tet we do ntrt.ever read of 
St. Peter "pontificating;" nevertheless, how grand it 
would have sounded in the Douay Bible ! What an au- 
thority it would have been for tbe modern workhio of 
.theChurih.ofBoni€. 

If they had been at a leas for a « masts of the eere- 
monies" we dare say one could have been borrowed 
without much difficulty from the Puntifex Maximus of 
the nearest Heathen temple, to whose religious spectacles 
we camiot doubt that the origin of that important office 
w eccleeiaatical ceremonies might be easily traced. 



THE HTJLE OF CATHOLIC FAITH—WHAT IS IT? 

IKDULGEKCES. 
TO THE EDITOB OF THE CATHOLIC LATUAM. 

Sir,— Having shown in my t«o former letters tljat 
we may repndiute the whole practiciil teaching of the 
Itoman Olmrchon the aubj.it ot • Invocation of {jaints/ 
and also that we may tielieve. with the Church o< 
Hiigland, that the presence of CIrrist in the Kuuiiarist 
is only tLMpiritual presence, and still be orthodox, 1 pro- 
ceed to ininsitler aniither siiliject. 

Ib your atimirabitr le ailing artiile of last month you 
treated on the siiljcut of "Jubilees" and "luiiul- 
geiices." You defiu^il ilutir nature and efiuct very 
correctly froiii Koman Catholic Imuka, and. coupling 
these definiiions with the pnictioal lUuKtrationH as 
piven in Ur. VVisEKAa's and lit. UixoN'f* late imHorals, 
you came to the •■ulv rensonabie cinielusion that ciiulil 
itii rrriwd at. viz. : — tluit it wa» " inauilcst to every 
inlelligcnt mind that the whole afiair is merely a pious 
fraud and n cheat." 

Now, sir. till* tipinion will become more manifestl.v 
trua when we exHiiiiue tl>e soieuinly recorded oji-' 
iiions of Vaaos on the subject, ao totally opicjsvd to 
t'le doctrine and ttaeliii.g eiiun<:i.-ite<) in various Popiali 
Hu'ls and late I'a tiirals of itomisli prelates. The nuilio- 
riiyof Vtron's wviric was »uffii:ieiitly expl»ine<l in niv 
f.iriiier letters. Veron. in his •• UuL- of C>itliolii:.Paiib," 
dedicates a whide chapter to tlie aubjeut of ''Iiflid- 
geiices" .§ t). At p. 61, he outs at the root of the wliule 
8 n I iject. He My a : — 

•' .No jaWlee w iiidnlgence 'gntntelby tbe I'ope, orbr 
council, whether p/mmy or fNherwise. and uunflned toit 
special iiuinlier of yearc; or jtariiailar, that is, ^I»nted 
t'<r (pertain piriiciilar reason-, «r depending on tht.- 
perfiirinance of ci-rtain specilied work--, is an article 
of faith ; or, jn otbcr words, tlie validity of no audi 
jubtlae, or iodulgsuce, is of thus .oestaintjr .wbiok is: 



eai^ential to every article «f faith ; whilst man.v of thess. 
are merely probably valid ; and others, .which have* 
oertain currency, hare no other object but sordid ^gain, 
are scandaloiis, and as such, coiise^ucoily , are by. all ' 
means to lie d"ne away with." 

•• Indulgences granted by the Popes are still less Of 
faith, even chictrii al points proponmied bjrjt hem." 

And then Veron goes on to prove why jnbilees and 
indulgences granted either by Poi e or Council may be t«- 
jecitd. The practical nsiilt is, that noBoman [Caihiiliot. 
need believe a word of these matters. Verun goes fiuthec 
He cleaily lays it down (p. 52) that — 

^' With legnid to the power of granting iadolgenM)^ 
it is not of failh. tliat there is in the-CUiu-cbaTpower.Mr 
gi^nt such iiHiQigeoces as aetusUy will remit, at th* 
trihuiiHl of Goil, eiMer tn rt»« life or ib ihe life to came, tW 
tentiHiral pQiiirhiiient which iray remain due after our 
sms.have been pardoned ; or, in other Konir, it is na$ 
an article of Caiholic faith, iliat the Church ran grant 
an inihiLerce, the direct effect of which ^hall be the 
reaiiasitin of tlie temporal punishiiitnt which is dae<<* 
the justice ot Gixl, and which would otherwiae havetttJ 
be uiidiritoiie either in this life or in purgatory " 

Again (pp. R7. 58) • — 

"It is still lessa fit subject of Catholic faith, OK, ia 
other wonis, it is not of faith, tliat the Church can yraiit 
an indulgence in favour of tliexlead, in the true sense of 
an indulgence as applied to these i^ouls, namely, as a 
remiaaiun if their sufferings; and it is farther stiH' 
from being an article of faiili, that the Cliurch has any 
intention wb'iteverof remitt'tsg these sufferings, exce^ 
by way of >u<iriige.'' 

He cites auihoriiies '• among Citholics writers, who 
deny in plain and nnmodrfied terina that iiidul)!eiice*-' 
are of any use to the dead." — "Ifae «;r«nt of indui- 
g<.-nces ia an exercise of jur sdiction. Now, as the L'op^. 
has not b-en ap|ioiiited judge over the snub in purita- 
tory, he has no jurisdiction over thini.'' — "Even our 
private ffraget in favour of the. dead are far frKm- 
beintt iieuesaarily beneficial to them ; how much roma 
doubt must there be aa to the effetu of indulgenoes ?" 

Veron explains what he means by the words " excc|lt 
by way of suffrages," viz , '• it not beii^ nbsolutcif 
certain, nor admitted by all Catholics, that the siifferinit 
soubi^ in {Hirgatory can lie beneftieil by indulgences'' 
(p. 59). 

In another place (p. 45), he says that these indul- 
gences, even " by way of suffrage,"^ are " by no mean* 
certain." 

You showed us that the bmk on which the Pope is 
supposed to draw, in (srder to meet the drafts in faroox 
of the recipienu of these indulgenoes, is "tlie tnasuiw 
of tbe Church," composed of superabundant merits .of, 
Jesus Christ, the Blessed Virgin, and air the saints. If 
the coffers of this bankbeaa en>pty as those of thelat* 
*' Jloyal Briti'h," then, indeed, wcndd^tbe whole adbk 
he " a pious fraud and a cheat." 

Now Veron gives us some iuformation on this subject 
also. He says (p. 45) : — 

"It is .not an article of faith that there is in 'tW 
Church a treasure cotcposed of the satietactions ttf. 
the saints; and, consequently, it is not of frtith, thak 
indulgences, whether in favour of the living or the 
dead, are granted, by making them partakers of that 
treasure.'' 

After citing the famous bull of Cletnent VI. in hS* 
"E.travag. Unigei>itus, "which refers to all these sup;- 
posed merits, Veron sweeps away the whole as a private 
opinion — as of no authority. •• After all," he i-ays. "■the 
Pope is not a general roiincil ; ar d consequently the 
above extract ia not sui&cient to establish an article c^' 
faith ;" in other words, may be repudiated by au or- 
tboilox "Catholic" 

He cites the names of several doctors, who rppndiitte- 
thu notion of the existent^ of such imaginary treasurw 
in the Church, and cuncluthrs thus : — 

" Fruin this opinion it tbilows, as a necessary conse* 
quence that the trea.'-nre of the Church is not t'ornied af 
>atist'aetiiiiis of tlie saints ; and that an indulgence is 
not an application of any of these sa'isfactiois, towarda 
tbe reniisMoii of the ttnnporal puuisbment due to siti"*' 
(p. 46). 

And to avoid the possibility of mistake, iie putt 
the s line pn>positton in other words : — 

"Tlie existence of a tseaaurein the Church, compnseS.' 
of tliesati'faciiuna of tin; saint*, is nut to be adinittaft' 
a< an article of our fiitli" (p. 47, ^*alerworth•a transla* 
tion. U.rmiitgham. tSS^}). So iliat, t»ke tbe subj ct<2 
inilulgenees and jabilet» which way you will, the wb.ile 
tencliinK, as above set forth, and indeed the ordinary' 
t«achiii^i>f lloinisli theologians, may be njectetl. 

This la what may be called negatvte Runtaiiisni, for,t>V 
the other hand, it i* penuitied t.> the faitliful to beliere. 
part fraUttr the several propoitions as firmly asanydt 
lli«r other points of his creed, and tw equally orthodo*. 

What, tlien. ia potitim Romanism on this head'? 
pimply, that nil ortholox Rinuanistmust tie ieve "tlurt 
abtire^ia iu the Church a.po»erreceivcd of God tO|cnt4t 
indulgences." What thai power isi to whoui or Is what- 
it ex emis, or what an tu<lul«ience is. it \i not necesaai^, 
to kn.iw or inquire into, hteatae tlie Council of Trent- 
<iiil not take upon itself to define. VeroH'a , 
topiaitiu lis, taat iut,io<i>lg.eBcecsu4ialy esteo^tt ' 
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mission of the penances prescribed by the Church" CP- 5 1) . 
So tliat if Dr. Wiseman proliibit the use of dripping. 
hnl, or cheese, &„•., on particular days, an " indulgence" 
by way of dispensation may be granted to permit us to 
indiili^e in tiiese luxuries on the otlierwise.6aMiaB days ; 
or if a pirticular penance be enjoined, sucti as saying 
(O manv '-Ave marias" a-day, &c, this may be commuted 
into a fine, &j., &c. 

So tbit inaulsjences, like the doctrine of the "real 
presence," as supposed to be taujflit by the Bonii>h 
Church, is a myth, and the belief or disbelief of either, 
according to Verou, can be no possible objection to oar 
being good " Catholics."* 

■i our correspondent, " A Catholic Layman" (p. 33), 
complains of i he diversities of opinion exislinr» amonjj 
Eng1i.=h divines. Just let him read ViTon's " Rnle of 
Cathultc Fiiitli," and lie would .sudii find himself bewil- 
dered in the multiplicity of opinions upon points he has 
douuLless c.)nsiJerid long since setiled ; lie >ii:ty, accord. 
ing to Veron, nive up his great prop " Infallibiliiy" alto- 
gHher, He will thank Veron for leading him safely to 
the Imrbour of refuge, which will enable liiin in safely 
to re[>utiiate all that superstructure essentially Komish 
snd he wdl tind that Protestuuts are not such heretics 
after all. 

I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

C. H. COLLETTS. 

London, April, 1858. 

THE HOLT F.VTHERS ACKNOWLEDGE THE SUPRE- 
MACY OF ST. PETEIi; AMI) THAT THE CHURCH 
OR THE FOUNDATION NEVER FAILS. 

(Ciiiiliimed from paire 35.) 
Objeciion L — "May not we fairly conclude that the 
text' we iiave been discussing affords no ground f»r 
St. Peter's supremacy, and clearly was not c msid red so 
to do liy the Ancient Fathers.'' (C. Layman, Feb. 19, 
p IS"). Answer — No doubt wo might, had " tlie An- 
cient Father/' stopped where you stopped thetn, and said 
ao more on these texts. 

11. — •' That our Lord was speaking figuratively seems 
to us t(i lie certain, and if so, why might lie not bnild 
Hjb Church ns wt-ll on the faith cmf.-ssed by Peter as on 
Peter himself" {Ibid , Feb. 18, 1858, p. 22.) Answer.— [ 
faiow not why He miglu not, but 1 know He did not, from 
His own word* ■• where the word/«i'/i appears not ; aiwl if 
this, and St Peters supremacy, were not believed by the 
Council of Clialcedon, why, when St. Petor was called 
"the rock of the CiuhoHc Church, and the foundaiion of 
ibe nrilioi/iix la'/h; was this proceeding sanctioned by all' 
tiie bishops ?"(EvHgiiu3. Hist, lib ii , c. xviii.) Because, 
»ay you, "they were not so ill-bred .as to interrupt" it 
Answer. — Does tins mean that our expression of dissent, 
when our faith is impugned, is silenced by ■• good breed- 
iDg." and that religion is a mere farce? which would be 
good news for the Atheists ; the conception is beautiful, 
and it is well if the practice does not follow. However, 
the Gmncii of r.'ialceilon was before the year 1317, ami 
therefore needed a Reformatiim to overawe it into the 
■ettiiigasiile ofonr Lords precept : " He who denies me 
before men, &c.," for that of Lord Chesterfield. 

You are still h irp'ngon that idip qnesiion of " where the 
■npreme authority in maiter.H of faith is lodged.'" The 
last wonls of Matt. xvi. 18 are chiefly relied on for this. 
See, tlien, how these words are understood by Orgen in 
the passage above, and be satislied with it. In every 
division the Catholic Church is found with the chair <if 
Ke«er— there will 1 also lie found. This is roy text; it is 
i^ile clear, and visihie as the Vatican. But you appeal 
lo &cr>))tiire nnil to the ante- N Irene divines for your due- 
trine of the Trinity: you appeal from the living to the 
dead. Un what authority is the conveyance of Scripture, 
or the knowleilge that its true canon is neither more nor 
IsH than you have ii? Is not tlietneat Dr. Walton, when 
he telL< you. in his Prul>-guinena,' that '* the livvclaiion, 
and snmo other parts of the New Testament, were doubted 
af fiir some floes," titr honester than the si.^ch Article, 
which, " In the nameof Holy St-ripture, nnderstanils those 
Wnoniral books ol the Uld and New restainent, of whose 
anthoriiy there was never any doubt in the Church ?'" 
Jkn in.stanca of in.«lncci ity unparalleled even by the fornery 
at the Uerretalx, about, which you talk au much. And as 
ftir the ante-^^icene writers, see bow Origen speaks of 
the Son. 

Belure leaving the evidences of St. Peter's snpremacy 
I Blast advert to utht-r Scripture testimonies which ou::ht 
W>t to Iw pag.«d by. Thus, in the catalogues of tlie 
£ran:;elists he it not only the first named, (mt calleil " the 
trst." " Noiv, the names of the Apostles are ihi-»e, the 
first Simon, who is calM Peter," &c.— .Matt. x. 2. Se- 
MBdly— In Acts i. be evidently showed his authority; 
■ad again, in Acts xv., when "all the mu'tiludc wt-re 
*te»c«r (tAirf. 12) after his i^peeeh ; which was the fit St. 
for this I bare SS. Jerome and Cbrysostuni for my 
iritnesses. 

&. Peter's sflpremaey being thoa eMsWished, as well as 
thairail-'iiinal (.»ct ihit he occnpied rhe'epis(»>pai chair at 
Monte (Catholic I..\y«a», Jan. 15, Mo8; p. 8i, there is 
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no way of deriving the Bishops of Rome of their title to , 
be his successors, except by proving that this part of the 
Divine institution was not to be continued. But we know, 
by tradition, that Che other parts' of oar Saviour's insti- 
tution were continued ; and to make an exception to this 
would be only to show to what exti^mi ties even great wits 
may be driven before they will stand self-condemned. 
That the Bishop of Rome is the successor of St. Peter is 
the universal tradition of the Catholic Church. 

The learned Dr. Pearson, Bishop of Chester, has fully 
proved this. (Oper. Posthutn. p. 27-31, 1G88, Lond.j In 
the second age, St. Irenaeus says, "The great Church of 
Rome was founded by the glorious Apostles, SS. Peter 
and Paul, who delivered the episcopacy to Linus, whose 
successor was Anacleius, " &c. (Lib. iii., c. 3.) 

In the third century, St. Cyprian calls Rome" the chair 
of Peter," &c. (Ep. 55.) 

In the fourth, St. Optatus : " In the city of Rome — 
Peter sat first, to whom Linus succeeded." (Lib. 2.) 

In the same age, Eusebius : " After the martyrdom of 
Peter and Paul. Linus was the first who succeeded to the 
episcopate at Rome.'' (Hist. Lib. iii., c 2.) " Linns was 
the first, after Peter, that obtained the episcopate at Rome.'' 
{Ibid, c. 4 ) 

Also, St. Epiphanius: "After (Peter and Paul) came 
Linus; then Cletus" (or Anacletns). (Lib. I) 

And St. Augustine: "To Peter succeeded Linus, ''Ac. 
(Ad Generosuin.) 

St. Jerome: " Clement was the fourth bishop of Rome, 
after St. Peter ; fur the second was Linus,' &c. (Lib. 
Script. Eccleslast , c. 15.^ 

St. Prosper, in the tifih century, calls Rome " the see 
of Peter." (Carm. de Ingratis.) See also St. Cyril of 
Jerusalem (Catcch, 6) ; St. Ambrose (Lib. 4, Hexaineron, 
c. 8 . &c , &c. 

With many thanks for the Catholic Layhan with 
which you have favoured me, 

I remain, respected Sir, 
Yours, sincerely, 

William Geuaohtt, M.D, 
[We have now printed, in our last number and the 
present, our correspondent's long string of quotations, 
though we confess we do not see what object they really 
serve, or how t ey contravene anything we have written. 
That St. Peter is spoken of in very eulogistic terms, 
and deservedly so, by nearly all the fathers, we readily 
grant and never denied. That some of thetn treat him 
as the ruck on which the Church is burlt wo ourselves 
stated in our 5th article on the See of I'eter, so far back 
as December, I8J6. Nevertheless, it is equally true that 
there are many more passages in the fathers which in- 
terpret the same passage ilitferently ; and Dr. Gcraghty 
has not yei attempted to disprove Father Lnunoy s asser- 
tion that 44 of the fathers treat the Church as built on 
the failh which Peter confessed, atid not on Peter's 
persoti. Dr. Geraghty, indeed, in a note to his new- 
letter, " tries to make light of the distinction between St. 
Peter's person and the faith which he confessed, as one 
which " the Council of Trent lays no stre<s on," and 
which is a mere unmeaning distinction whicli some 
modern c "ntroversialisfs (meaning, we suppose, the 
Catboi.ic Latman among others) have endeavoured to 
make for the sake of blinding (R. ) Catholics. 

Now, it does so happen that the distinction is not one 
started by us, or any other Protestant, for the purpose of 
blinding Roman Catholics, or otherwise; but first, we 
believe, suggested by St, Ambrose, in the very passage 
which, whimsically enough, Dr, (ieraghty himself has 
quoteti in the commencetnent of his present letter 
(p. 34, column 2, of our last number): "Not of 
Peter's self, but tf hi» faHh, was it said that tiie 
Kates of bell, &c. ;" and in modem times more fully 
pointed out by the learned Father Launoy, him- 
self a staunch Roman Catholic, in an elaborate tre.i- 
tise in the 5ih volume of his works, part 2, p. 9!), in 
which he trmmphainly exposes tlie uncandid and wilful 
raisrepreseniatiuiis of Cardinal Bellnrinine, who had 
most unfairly represented all the fathers as agreeing in 
the interpretation that the Church was built on St. Peter 
alone. 

As to the distinction bcirig an unmeaning one, the 
assertion obviously refutes itself. Our blessed I.ord 
was spt-akiiig figuratively as to the foundation on which 
He was about to build His Church, and no more siisaifi- 
cant or important distinction coiild betaken than whe- 
ther the man lie was addri-ssiu^ was to be made that 
foundation personally, as the ntodern advocates of Rome 
prciend- or whether the creed or confession of faiih, 
which Peter had just professed, «as to be the foundation. 
In the one case, Peter might be everything; in the otha 
case nottdng. The truth he confessed, and not the con- 
fessor, bi'ing the immoveable " rock"" on which the 
Church was to he founded just as we suggested in a for- 
mer number' the Church uf England: may be said tor be 
built on the Apostles' and Nicene Creeds, or the Church 
of Germany on the Confession of Augsburg. 

Dr. Geraghty heaps tog. ther a ntnnbcr of quotations 
from the fathers, some of whom are of great note, 
■>thers comparatively obscure, and of little weiuht in 
such a controversy. We luight, perhaps, classify iliem 
thus. — 
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1st. Those which spealc nfst. Peter as him to wbom th» 
■• keys of the kingilom of Heaven were givvn.'' 

Snd. Those in ivhich he is spoken of a» the "roelt* on 
■which the Church was built, or to be built; and 

3rd. Those in which he is spoken ofas having "■ st«pre- 
TDstcy" over theuniwrsal Chuieh-at least, according to 
Dt. Geraghty's translation of the passages. 

As to ttie first, we must content ourselves) witlr r*fer- 
ring hack to what we have already written in our fifth 
article on the See of Peter (5tii vol. Catholic Layman, 
p. 138, December. 185G), where we showed by ex- 
tracts from St. Jerome, Origen, St. Ambrose. St 
Chrysostom. St. Augustine, atid oihirs, that all the 
Apostles, and not St. Peter alone, received -'ibe keys of 
the kingdom of Heaven." As to the second class, we 
have already spoken ; and as to the third, they appear to 
reduce themselves only to two passages — one from St. 
Chrysostom, the other fVom St. Augustine, in which the 
word ''supremaf-y" occurs, at least in Dr, Geraghiy'a 
translations, and which may deserve or requiie a littla 
more tninute attention at our h.mds. 

The first question will be, is the word supremacy the 
correct traiiklation. The second; if so, whether that 
word Was used by those eminent fathers in the saina 
sense now contended fur by the Church of Rome. 

Let us first take St. Augustine, and see what is the 
word which Dr. G. translates ■'supremacy." 'J'heediiiou 
quoted by Dr. G. is not the ordinary Benedictine ediiion, 
uor, after consulting several reprints of that edition, have 
we hecn abl.- to verify his reierences to I', iii., p 2470, 
T. iv, p. 1733, given' in his letter of last month, p. 34, 
column 3, there beinir no such jHiges in any edition that 
we have access to. We liave. however, i'onnd in Tom. 
iv., p. 1215 (of the original Ben. Ed. ; Paris, ICSO), a 
passable in Psalm cviii., Enarmtio. c. 1., which, we have 
no ilo ibt, is that which l>r. G. refers to as in Tom. iv.. 
p. 1733. 
It is as follows: — 

" For 113 some things are said, which may appeur pro- 
perly to appertain to the Apostle Peter, which are, 
nevrrtiielcsii, not clearly to be understood, unlc-s when 
they are referred to the Church, of which he is ackiXMv- 
ledi;ed to have been figuratively the personification, on 
account of the precedence (or primacy) which he had 
among the disciples, such as, 'I will give to thee the 
keys of the kingdom of heaven," and such like ; so Judaa 
ill a certain manner personified the Jews, who were 
enemies of Christ, who both then hated Him and now 
hate Him by succicdingperseveiingly to Judas's iinpiciy.'' 
That is, as St. Peter was the foremost of all the 
disi-ip es in good ; so Judas was the lirst in evil. Peter 
was the personification of the Church, the true liillowcrs 
of Christ ; Judas the personification of his enemies aud 
their successors for ever. 

What a passaL'e to bring forward in proof of Papal 
supremacy. Primatus is the only word wtiich gives the 
faintest colour to it, and we have already shown in our 
last QUmbcron the precedency of Rome that the "first 
place," or "primacy,'' no more proves power or juris- 
diction, than the acknowledged primacy of Amiagh 
proves juristliction in that sec over the see of Dublin, i<r 
tile primaiy of Canterhury that its Archbishop is the 
eccleBiastical ruler of the Archbishop of York. 

If the foregoing passage from St. Aiigusiine were not 
clear enough in itself, his meaning would be made so by 
another passage on the same subject, whicli our readers 
may find in his 50th Treatise on St. Jolin's Gospel, 
c. 12. — Ben. Ed., Paris, 1C80, torn, iii., pt. ii., p. C33. 

" When Peter received the keys, he signified the Holy 
Church; and if i be good in the Church were signified 
in the person of Peter, so the wicked in the Cbaruh ware 
signidod in the person of Judas." 

If tliere be, therefore, a '• supremacy" of good in St. 
Peter, there is a " supremacy" of wickedness in Joidas. 
The only other passage- in which supremacy is men- 
tioned, accondiiig «o Dr. Geraghty's translation, is from 
St. Chrysostom. It is taken from hii Sth Jioinilj con- 
cerning repeniaoee.— Tom. iL, p. 309 (bis). Bes. Bd., 
i'aris, 1718. 

The word which Dr. Ger.ighty translates avpremary 
is »w<f««<a, which is a word oti at least, (hnibtful iiupurt, 
which, according to the most eminent lexicogiaphers, 
signifies primarily mere " inspection," or" care ;'' tlioitgh, 
ocuaiionally, it may imply aoinelhing more, "super- 
intendence,'' or " command " In the present ins'aote, 
it is cleur from the context that the former is the meoa- 
ing, as St. Chryaostom is treating of St. Peter's rrstoaa- 
lion after his tri^de sin of Henying oar I.i«rd,.and our 
Lord's coiBmaod to "feed His slieep and la«>l<a," where 
" care^' and not "rw/e," was clearly the leading itiea, aa 
we have already sh iWB in a former artitde — (CitXBouo 
1.AVHAM, vol. vi., p. 18.) 

As to Dr. Geraghty's argument firom theOoundfof 
Cba'cedun, it appears to us, and will probably also ap- 
pear to our readers, siitgalarly infelicitous, if they -will 
only take the trouble of refreshing their recolleettun* on 
ihesuhjei t, or, at any ra'e, of reailing the brief atx-ount 
of some of the things said and done at. that great Coaa. 
cil, which we have given in another page of our preatttt 
number, and whitdi we thiuk we may l«ive-ta s{>eUc tot 
itself. 

Wemiwt defbr till some (fther otxasion- the S«ri|ri;tita 
testimonies as to the alleged supremacy of St. Peter, 



